If he v;ants for his own purposes to refer to them as nuts before the 
pubUetthey shrug that off. it doesn’t bother Miom. The satisfactions 
of office are achieved from one's internal relationships inside. Relations 

v;lth ttio public zixo co^rfc o.c cx sponsible © 

CAVETT t is ifc possible v/hen he said this is an Asian v. 7 a\ fo ±. 

Asian boys and gave the people the impression that he would not widen it 
and would not bomb* that ha would have passed a polygraph lie detector 
test at the time? 1 don't know why I'm obsessed with this, but a lot ^ , 
of people seem to be. 


G m i . . ^S T 

ELLSBERGt There's an interesting thing about a lot or those 

* ^ ^ i my"* 

•statements that can b now be checked very easily. I think one thing the 
press ought to do is to go back and go over their own reporting of a lot 
of these events and compare it with what they know now and what they 
would have been reporting then. For instance, one always secs statements 


„ S *n 



by Johnsonf'l’m not going to go north* and I ‘m not going to go ^outh 6 
I'm not going to send American boys to do what Asian boys should be- 

r/ 

doings 

To my amazement* recently* just in doing academic research 
on this* I began looking up the exact quotes on some of those* and found 



that they were almost invariably misquoted recently 

A 8 


What ho used to say .was am not <jolr.g no.tth no-^ or. A am 


. .4/ '‘jfr 

not until. v;s ne ed to * going to ao this. 


d x 

t going to send boys at this tlmo X/ Orc^ this is a state*- 


meat he o 


am not going to send hoys a.u uus w.iau .y 
ften madedon't think this is the time for that** 




















j. think ho could wall point to those, statements now ana say 
tlmt mar '“ ore cues were given, that his difference with Senator Goldwater 

might be more a question of timing than of anything else. 

CiWETTs Do you mean to give the impression of shifting ** th^ 

blame a little off Johnson and a little, onto the press then? 

v.T.T.ouF.nc ? very much so* I think over the last two ycca..^ 

as I have tried to expound what 1 thought I knew about President Nixon’s 
policy to people that the Defnape Department did not regard as having 
cAeed to know/in their phrase, I discovered a phenomenon that I think 

/ ^ W 

of as aVed not to taowfboth on the public 's part, j on the press's 
part . They did not hoar what they did not want to hear. They still 
don't do that, and the press cooperates with that. They don't hea^ what 
they don 1 1 want to VaGcUT * 

CAVETT % So you and Vice % Presidsni< Agn e v/ looch 1 in vc c.ic ox 
of the press. 

ELLS BERG % Yes, that's one thing we can agree on. 

<?--— _„— _I? ^Sl_ 


CAVETTs We have a message from our local stations ana we 

will be right back. -^ 

(commercial.} 

CAVETTs I)r. Ellsbarg, I am dying to know your reaction to onej 
thing that came out in the. .press some time back, and a lot of people 
were just sfcunne<>tfhcn they heard it, and that was Lyndon Johnson said 
that this-tfhole thing was hatched by Robert Kennedy as a plot to 

jeredit Johnson, and that ho asked McNamara to start the study v*th 


—- 


5*1 ^ 


r / r 





















—T 



xrr 


Ipapors* Henry Kissinger, I believe, has been reported as not having' 

biwv-n that the report existed until qurfce recently* is tu-.it trud? 

/ I 

ELLSBSRGj Welle it's not v.’hat he told me in September or 3-9 70 

, \ y 

but Ire maV have — X don't believe that it is true. V7e did discuss the 

study in Sep^mber of 3,970 at some length* 

\ / 

I leagued from the papers myself that/in the month prior to 
my coming on the project bach in ’67, tht Hepry Kissinger had been a 
consultant on the project. Somebody on fct*e prqe^t described to me a 
dinner that he had with HenrKKissing^r, discussing the project in some 
detail at that time*. X rbbk&x didn’t know that* He wr.inxi.ni v.-asn t 
invoiced af terv/aSds, 

^ But certainly J/did go to him\rn * /0 \7ith the object, or 

enconracing him to read it, and he told me that he did have a copy at 

~ / / 
that time. 

CAVE^Ts So the 4 answer t.o ray question would be no. 

3 

EEbSBERG t Th J answer to your question would be that the 
habits oxVProsidentia 1 cfesistants have not changed much over j~lve 


.i 

H 


tions in ansv? 

aring embarrassj 

cavnTTs so, 

f don't got into 

’ll be right 

bach. 

(c ■ ■' ■ ’ 

and station bre: 



Regrets 


CAVETT t Could I ash you a hind of a broad quest roughen. 
pn <rrg Wr — V when does the public have the biggest gripe 
coming about being knowingly deceived? 























That's 


YJe're talking about 


EfcSSBERGs 


very hard to answer. 


a record of 25 years of untruth, covering five administrations, the 

record in the study covers four. My own knov;ledge of the* Mixon acuu^n- 

istration ua£ personally, and from people inside it, tells me that we 

untruth. 

are talking about five administrations^pretty steady -A 

% 

As far as the policy is concerned^ one can ask which years o.icl the.c 
untruth involve the public in more or less killing and dying than in 
other years, and obviously that has been very high in the last few years. 
X think they have a gripe going back to the Truman administration, though 
v?hen it comes to Truman's involvement of this country in the support of 
whut the administration clearly recognized internally as American in- 

volvement in a French attempt to reestablish its colonial rule over 

? 1 • 

Indochina. 

I have a gripe when I read that. T-t was late in the game 
when T. came across that, and I think the American citizens are entitled 
to object to that even though?: American boys ware not yet dying. 

American napalm was already at work killing Vietnamese. 

CAVETT: Have you ever had second thoughts along the line 

that maybe you should have released this information sooner, that you 
personally could have saved some lives if your tirvu.ng had been different/* 
ELLSBERG: I factf. that very much. I made decisions that I 

— ———- ‘.t 

had hopecl Y 70 uXd 3. cad to n very early rovelotion or it* soon after in 

fact I hacl rend the entire study* 

It v;as a time v?hen I thought it v:as particularly approp. xace 















for it to coin 9 out 


» And two invasions have happened since then. Nine 

thousand Americans have died since the fall of approximately *69 ^w hen 

I first fesUi;-£ revealed this information to the Senate foreign Relations 

Committee , Hundreds of thousands of Vietnamese have died. So I 

constantly have to ash myself whether X had done enough. It might seem 

' —— - _ 

on the surface that obviously X had not l 'there ware other considerations 


After the President's speech of November 3* 1969, one could 
say that he had so firmly planted his own stamp on the policy that it 
was unlikely tht he would change it quickly despite the Pentagon Papers, 
Throughout ‘70, except for Cambodia, there was a general 


belief that Presid ent 4»a Nixon was getting us out, totally out, and again 
in that environment the studies might have made no difference. These 


are second x>d order considerations, but it is the kind of thing that X 




great 

tv^! to ask myself. I think the effect is/^arghk now because'fafter 


-Hie 
iiOS 

Av 


Laos, after the lying and concealment around toos- y Laotian invasion. 

, Av J 

v;hich is so reminiscent of the earlier operations, people are receptive 

at last to the thought that there is a continuity of policy between 

the past administrations and this one when it comes to getting totally 

out, and when it comes to stop k 11 rin g X^d fr^h?^7asr;7-~thi¥t---4r^- t our refusal 

.—> 

to stop killing Indo-Chinese. And this, X think, we are getting a 

bigger effect now than we might have had earlier. 

But when X see rayself described as tortured or anguished by 

any of this earlier, I think rather ironically if anything that applies 
* ) 
to the decisions that x had to make month to month over the last yaar 




















X 

/V\ 

and ci half as to whether. I v?as yet doing enough , to end the war« 

A fw The Triggering Event 

C AVBTf t Can you point to a straw that broke the camel's 

back? 


EXjLSBERG s There really v;ere so many - you - know —— for me 


yon* re t-- ; 11r:i >ig rhnui-? 



£ My passage from total involvement in the policy in Washington 
back in '64- and Vietnam in **65* *66 is a long one, you knot?, and a great 
deal has contributed to it. All. that experience has led to the decision 
I have made now t and in a way I foci that none of that experience was 
wasted. It tedTall had its impact on what I came to feel I had to do 
:»- OKporionee > in u'^fcnr . m r, up, I in ' i F t miw r ar 

rwirl-1 flomo -- ho re, but it is not easy to point he one—bhia g 
)dt jt’here was an event, actually, that I remember,very well. 


























